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‘A snrvey of studzes reported between Novenber 1966
and Novenber ‘1967 on how teachers behave while teach:l.ng -
~transformational and structural linguistics to elementary school and
*preschool children is described..Only empirical studies of teacher
-behavior are reported.  Studies primarily concerned ‘with listening,
- children*'s literature, thought processes associated with language
_arts teach;ng, reading, oral language, speaking,- spell:.ng, and ) =
-writing, as well as guides, general directions, manuals, and
lzngm.stz.cs in forexgn "language instruction, are excluded. The \
‘studies that are reported include several descrz.h:.ng cpntrolled ;
-~ -___teacher behavior and the effects of using various linguistically . 1
- - -based class:.f:.cat:.on schemes, the compared behavior of groups of |
-teachers carryirg out differing curriculum tasks, and changes in
- behavior resmt:.ng from linguistic manipuldtion. Many of the studies
-center on the ;mprovement of oral language or the teaching of oral |
language, nonscandard speech, and the language of hzlmgual children. . :
_The studies are few and "narg:.nal. suggesting that teacher preparation
- does not generally reqm.re"hngm.st:.cs training, that curriculum - .
- . _studies which cite what -is being taught are usually -not -concerned -
iuth teacher behav:.or, and that further research :|.s needed (HS)
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IﬁéCHIhG LIhGUISTICS TO ELEHE&TARY AND PRE SCHOOL CHILDRE“: '

rrilogically acceptahle only when they are backed by a prescriptive

RLVIFW OF RESLARCH AND CO !BNT R ;","" -

had -

Ihe concern of our literature search-is the behavxors of teachers who

In order to proceed Hlth the literature search, it is necessary to agree on
a definition of ling01st1cs. Because of the scope, complexity, and recent

echanges in thrusts in. linguistics, controversy ‘is the rule rather than the

exception.i ‘We begin with a widely accepted, but deceptively simple statement, -

xnowing full well that painstaking examination will follow.' Linguistics is

»the scientific study of’language. e ‘
Analysis of this hrief defivition suggests three questions‘ "What is

. lancuage’" "What - is science’ » and “What is study in linguistics’" We can w'

] answer the first question,'fﬂhat is language’"r best by seeking expert

'authority John Carroll provzdes a definitive statement that proves

satisfactory for our purposes

< A language 1s a strxctured 7ystem of arbitrary‘vocal sounds and
e “sequences - of sounds- ‘which® is used, - or -can be used, in 1nterpersona1

::f - -communication- hy an aggregation of human_ beinvs, and ‘which rather

'"eyhaustively'catalogs things,tevents, ‘and”; prOcesses in the human

:f{¢Tnefremaiv1ng‘Lwo ouestions are treated meth0001001ca11y. Science 1s '

the oeneric nethodolo y mhichfincludes linguistics.v To be SCIEntlflc, an

undertuking must be logicav,;cr:tical, precise, and 1t must generate 7
verifiable statements us1ng shareahle methods.r Study 1n linguistics 1s ]

inqulry 1nto 1anguage.: It includes gathering language data,;analyzing

~1t3 and describing language by interpreting the oata. Linguistics is.

, the name for man s most precise attempts ‘to describe language and how .

it works. g o j,ﬂr'7~' }’1'27.}' }:2,, ;{,}; = 1?;“~Lj ¢:;z,5“,4”'17,{

Description and Value

_? %i “In survey1ng studies listed under linguistics and teaching, we findr

numerous explicit and 1mplic1tvattempts to support value statements Hlth
linguistic method,, Value statements about good or bad grammar and the.
alue of standard and non-standard English’are examples. Value statements

;are claims of vhat should happen or what should be. Value statements are

are in the acts of teaching linguistics to elementary and pre-school children.rvf
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' :?’ of research. ’ ;jz}— ei{"”

,} w1th language arts teaching, reading, oral,language, speakzng, spelling,

7”*Related Studies '@:: E 52 ‘;‘ ?L'!f*—‘ﬁi"vlf : f” - f,i e ig;

7—:;777 42

discipline designed to produce value statements. Philosophy, law,
psychiatry, religion, and education are prescriptive disciplines.r

Linguistics 1s not.v Studies making value claims supported solely by

', descriptive methodology, such as._ linguistics, are not reported here. .

- - -5 T a

Structural, Generative, and Traditional Grammar . ’f o R s
7 Structural linguistics 1s often called descriptive linguistics, S

as though other tacets of linguistic science are not descriptive.

B Pointing out the confusion will not change usage but we can clarify for f’

- the purposes of -our literature search., 1f all linguistic methodology is

descriptive, then scientific studies labeled generative grammar and
trad1t1onal,grammar are also-descriptive. The term structural" is a
useful name for escrigtive linguistics (Uardhaugh, 1959, P 31). We s
treated all linguistics as man's scientific attémpts to deScribe language
and how it works., In selecting studies, we searched for studzes of how

teachers behaae while teaching transformat1onal or gcnerative linguistics

,;:‘as well -as: structural linguistics to elementary school and pre-schooi ch‘ldren.,;

l:nguistics 1n foreign language instruct on arerexcluded.r Studzes primarily

concerned w1th listening, children s literature, thought processes associated

,é{”

No studies surveyed totally met the constraints for selection. The

w7 studies reported here marginally 1elate to the cr1teria of selection, but

they represent ome of what is- occurring in relation to this limited area

Several studies describe controlled teacher behavior and study the

7ﬁ effects using various lingui‘tically based classification schemes. Fox (1970),

-%

Buntinger and Bruce (l97l), Kesses (1970), Hoetker (1968), and Miller (1967)

B vl YUV e ey
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7 ‘generally fall into this category.: ;'1,f,"f’}lfi -

Fox (l970) studied the effects of controlled teacher language behavior

. ~ on the language of eighty childrcn from grades kindergarten through three.
A Significant growth occurred in the numbei of T-unitsl number of words in

‘7 ’ T-units, and the mean word . lengtb of T-un ts‘betweenfkindergarten and first‘ A
’xgrade level. = ‘*””:“'f:' IR . f"; R R ", ‘r‘iiiﬁ‘f N
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Huntinger and Bruce (l97l) found that adult verbal modeling produced
,{f B . ) differences in the verbal performance of Head Start children. The study )
T -~ drew heav11y ‘on the- work of Muller‘(l966) and Cazden (1965)

i e
N

. '7i, Kessel (l970) categorized four types of sentences and studied their - L

'
e
P

uses with a small sample 1n a clinical situation., Linguistic behaviors ;3: T

of both the clinician and subJects were- reported. T T D -

-

Hoetker (1968) noted in his study'on questioning that the proportion

-
X

s of correct‘answers was inversely related to the rate of questioning and

.
B . L
N
. t , L T
: ‘-'-Lm«‘{n it ettt ot A
+ W . '
4

) unaffected by the abrfity level of the subjects in his study., . e

»

Miller (1967) focnd teaching combining sentence forms “had. significant - ;j 7 ;évi

o effects ‘on: the written response of rourth graders._ The teaching behavior )

- that was_deseribed 1nvolved the teacher reading cue sentences to stimulate ] : e
students ' i R : '

Two studiea compared behavior of'groups of teachers carrying out

R differingiqurrrculum ta%ks. Kean (1967) compared the language of second ST

*;5,7>ff - f>'andrfifth grade.i Seifert il968) compared teacher—pupil lanouage behavior 7 ;7 R
51 igf;:x}x;in twoi;ifferent programs at. one level.',h Rt o =

1;; - : '?{ f:Kean (1967) analyzed the language of second andofifth grade teachers :}E, e

?with respect to phonological and sentence unit segmentat;on, structure ' S JE
T

'—'patterns, pattern components, dependent and independent clnuses, and o . L

'vocabulary diversification.r No significant,difference between the language 7,1:': }? -
L of second and fifth grade teachers was established.r:fp . o
o éeifert (l968) found the number of statements made by teachers and
Qw;; T ) pupils was significantly greeter in a Bereiter language program than in a

’ Weihart cognitive progrem.f Other variables studied are promisin° though

'7'fji;hypotheses were no supported.;f,—f',~1 e e

s

L A studyvby Kelley (1970) involved changes in teacher and pupil behavior ) ?:: ) ;%

' due to linguistic manipulation. Kindergartners use of two. of four linguistically

;’defined language forms vere increased. Teathers behaviors for teaching the
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f,torfthe imporvement of the teaching of oral language.

‘juseful reviews of studies Jn “the general area of language behavio'. but they

;Speculation

languuge forms were significantly increased in most of the fourteen

. categories studied using videotapes, a handbook and model lessons.

Sources for the Interested Researcher EURE ’ 3:' . T

o~

Though none of the studies reported are specifically within the
constraints of the criteria of selection, they may prove helpful to

those seekxng to fill'the identified void. Specific resources warrant

- mention for the interested researcher. Research in the Teaching of EPbIISh }

(Braddock and Blount, 1966 1971) is productive.

Rosenshine s review, . f: -
Evaluation of Classroom Instruction (1970) should prove very valuable. P

Mirrors for Behavior (Simon and Boyer, 1967) is 1ndiSpensable for teacher

behavior studies, but curriculum content areas ‘are usually not Specified.

Ling_gstin Instruction in: Elementarv School Classr00msv- An NCTE/ERIC
Report (Denby, 1969) is -a- good source.,

Dissertation Abstracts lacks
i curriculum area inft’mat'on in relaticn to teacher behaviors though 1t
sris excellent for la e:work.

Linauistic Bibliography for the Teacher of
English is helpful (Curriculum Committee, Minnesota Council,of Teachers
-of- Engllsh 1908)

Other sources include the ERIC system, Annotared -
Bibliography on the Professional Education of ieachers (Lindsey, Heidelbach,

1

and McClure, 1909), and The Encyclopedia of'Educational,Research (Ebel, 1969)

Many of the studies surveyed center on the 1mprovem°nt of oral language o

j Investigations consider -

?:both bilingual and so called language deprived children. -

Many'studies are .
+ based on language deficiency models, while few empha31ze language difference

models.r Two I.R.A. annotated bibliographies deai specifically with linguistics

in relation to reading but teacher behav1or is not central (Zuck and Goodman, }, ‘

‘;. 1971) and (Goodman and Goodman, 1971)

S;udies in Lang_age Behavior (Lane, ERIC Code EB 010 236) includes

-y =

e v,

f do not include both teacher behavior -and linguistic instruction. i

Y. - A . . - . L 1‘7
on’ the VOLd R e - -

PEs

fo—

there a lack of studies of teacher behaviors while teaching

to eiementary and pre school children’

. Why-is

linguistics The fact is,linguists,




as it is scientlfically defined, is- an unusual curriculum component in

pre school or elementary school settings. This is true partly because
A . most elementary and pre school teachers are not trained in linguistics.
?1v 7 7 - Teacher preparation does not generally require linguistics training.
'%* L Another part of the explanation 1nvo1ves the way studies are described

and reported. Though Simon and Boyer 5 survey includes many studies of

.
J S SN

teacher behavior, what 1s being taught is usually not c1ted in the 1nter-

: action studies (Simon and Boyer, 1967) Conversely, curriculum studies

‘ that cite what is being t ucht are usually not concerned w1th teacher

..'i' '

behavior or teacheropupil interaction (Rosenshine, 1970, p. 280)

L

Teacher behaviors while teaching linguistics appear to be relatively

) unbroken ground to researchers. The studies we reported are marginal
Agg with respect to the stated bibliographical constraints, but suggest a o
framework of areas begging research 1nroads., Findings reflect Richard ) :, B

Braddock's comment "...we need research on basic process at this time . -

HEE cy o LR -

| 4y P TR
' P - s O R T R TS o RS T
b i e n%lls‘w.«.‘,‘imw,ﬁ:«wmﬁ;\ T BRI Lr Tat

érhmost more than we do research in teaching methods and curriculum" (Braddock,
1967, po 5) ) : ‘\ :: }' s 7 = - - - . - ~

e Comment ‘{”11‘, },1'l;ff;'f—f{:_:53:;f,: —? ,v‘i;,::fv~, Je s e L s s

The»pxesuppostions to th1s search beg examination. Currently, there

7 _are directives afnot suggesting that linguistlcs should be taught to

b Vlfelementary and pre—school children. Educators must question the. support |
N for such directives.— We must put these directives into perspective before .
1}; ,l: ) ': we can proceed with a productive examination of how teachers behave while ,fir,f, :7?*
”%fg—;j R teaching linguistics.-lff,fr o ;Yf ,‘ o ,—1' T "—, o :ilf A
A o 1’ Psycholingu.stics joins linguist cS, the formal descriptions of language'r

) {'ZV - and psychology, the formal descriptions of the acquisition of systems and how 77.
‘ ’ 'f the systems work (Slobin, 1971) Both linguistics and psychology are totally :

il?;,%rrr’ descriptive and ‘can not generate scientific statements or theory ‘that’ “tell :: i f%
=3 ! what teachers should do, in teaching English, reading, or anything else. A -

linguistic or psycholinguistic method of teaching is a misnomer (Smith and

B
o
!
I “

7f1§ 7 e Coodman, l97l) What educators-must draw from linguistics and psychology are
o insights 1nto language and the systems involved in 1earnino (Goodman, 1968)

N o ey

These insights offer aid 1n making the educational decision to teach or

not to teach linguistics at various chronologically designated points in - o i

cutriculum.: The responsibility for the decision structure falls squarely in

,,the education domain where teaching must be related to the consequences it N ;;;;,7 7;;




’has onfpeople. Neither linguistics nor psychology is designed to handle .o

) that respons1bility.v o ,—Q,f;v SR - y : : ,,fi',?f
!f;: S . At present, the’consequences of teaching linguistics to e1ementary and =
{;. R pre~schoo1 children are not clear.i We _know -that people, adults and children,
S h do not need to. know how to formally describe language or its acquisition in

7order to use language effectively. It is linguists who must know the .
techniques of describino language, and it 1s teachers who must use the
products of 11nguistic inquiry to better understand the processes of
structuring learn1ng situat1ons in language bound curriculum areas. Research.
must be aimed at finding out how linguistic insights can be used ‘tc help
teachers 1n planning, implementing, and evaluating educational programs. The
present search 1s £n 1ncremental step in that direction. :

Though no claim to e?haustivity is made, the search led down many paths,

" all of ‘them int9~esting. Purposefully excluded were courses of study, pro ramr
E descriptions, and linguistics in foreign 1anguage .nstruction. Each represents ;
v - an area of pertinent worthy studies tha* fall outsido of the selection con~
:'straints. It is hoped that the findings of this search will prove useful

oo

"and that this brief report will serve ‘to spur further 1nvestigation. - %{:f
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S THIS” DOCUMENT WAS BEEN REPRO
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STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE - .
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Abitrac.t

. New Laowledge about language and how it worko is apparent in aagﬁ;ﬁ&f:::fﬁzzgﬂtﬂa
Effects upon teac}xerfpupil ?.%*:" o S -

educational vesearch and literature.
interection s instruction are not yet clear. A search was under-
taken,for tudiec describing'behavioro of*teachers in the acto‘off
teaching linguistics to elementary and preschool children. only
worthy studies .xeported between November 1966 and Hovenber 1971
are treated.’ Guides. general directionc..unsupported value-oriented
rtudies. and studies treated in othcr sectiono of the cooperative 7
'literature oenr°} effort arc excluded. No studiea ourveyed oerfectly
fit the - ltringent criteria,
’ are reported to iaprcsent research trends'
‘ teacher behavior. linguistically controlled curriculum tacks. and

7teacher-pupil behnvior effccts due to linﬂuistic manipulation. Analycis

Selected. marginally appropriate atudies

,of thc rcla*ionship of lingui'cics and education generates reconmcndationc

- for- research. S oL T o T

’ A‘c'k;mieageaeae’sj R

Patiencc and persistencc characterized the omall group of

profcssicnals involved in thio limitcd :earch. nppreciotiongic—

due each membex for timc and effort put forth.

- - B

‘7— ': - e ) 7?

: }{:ﬁ: ~ Frances Beck. Researcb Associatc, Univcrsity of Chicago
u Barbara rarn.ndis, Rescarch ﬁssistant, University of Chicago— S
- " Earl’ Hanson. Assisrant ?rofessor, Chicago State University ) i’§i27}

Gcnevieve aopardo. Research Assistant, Und vcrsity of Chicago

&

SNTUIF OF EOUCATION. FURTHER RESAC..

linguistically controlled B uij:;iA
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f 1 defioed £orn to onother requi'ee ] volue bued explomtiou before it cxn be
: caned good or’ bed. B o T '

- the methodology or the reoultont facts of the- descriptive science of lingnistico. i 77 o
Jihether they can learu better, futer, or easier by knowing what linguists know o ’

‘\ i Y [
PO L M
B

7 improveoent fan in thir categorv. Studies bned on wclue .laim aswxmed

_to be cupported by the deccriptive ccience of linguictics were xnoted. None )
of these ctudies are reported because of the inadequate attention given to

7 tbe mrrant tor valne ctotenentc. Changing fron the use of one liogoietically 7

= .=

v Conoiderable doubt exictc obout teaching Iinguietico te e! ementory or
precchool students. Virtually no support was mustered for the prectice in o
our oeorch.: Children leorn to epeok and read well without _knowing either

—obout .langnage remine to be seene . }
Linguictico can help. elemeotory or preschool teachers, but neither the
teoci\ers nor the students need to become lingnistic scientists in the process.
Tecchors mke instructional decisions regulorly.
is bosed ‘on expectatiom.

The .decision mking process
) Liuguistic descriptions of how laoguage uorks can B
help teachers generote more accnrate expectations and thereby make _more productive 7

inctructional decieionc. '

Stodiee were 7oodght that 'cystemat*canf rcﬂord-d nd deécribed A g

. teacherr' behaviors teachin3 ling.xistics to elementary or preschoa:, ' ) N 2; -
" childrens -.None were found. - B o o E
;, Sone studies controlled the linguistic behaviors of teachers ard V v:&.\,s
aeorched for ef.ects. Studiee by Fox (1970), Huncinger and Bzuce (1971), 7 e
Kes:el (1970), hoetker (1968), and !’.iller and Ney (1968) groerolly E 433144
represent this group. 7 Studies involving adult wverbal modelim rely on ;
linguictics for definitions and descriptions of eelected forms. i ey
T ] Some ctndies compared the lonbmge behaviors of groups of teac.zere f Q
corrying out differino curricul\m tasks. Studiec by Keen (1967) and . L f
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repreeents this area of ctudiee. LT SRS Q.;;f{ ) ;
f Sone ctudies asmed that a particular regionel:.y defined vereioo of ) \3

) Stondard Bnglish 1is somehow better thao deviations from it. Attempte to > "":';

’ sbow improved languoge behovior utiuz an ethnocentric vardstiek to jmln e'. )
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